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Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Madam 

Speaker, it goes without saying that, as legis-
lators, our goal is to pass the best legislation 
possible. Extending the deadline for people to 
adjust their immigration status under Section 
245(i) of the Immigration and Naturalization 
Act is the right thing to do. In this case, the 
goal is to allow everyone who is eligible under 
the law, to obtain permanent legal residence. 
Unfortunately, I fear a four month extension is 
an incomplete remedy. 

Consideration of this legislation says vol-
umes about the way business is conducted in 
the House. The Speed with which this bill has 
been brought to the floor was noticeably ab-
sent on April 30th. This House was 
uncharacteristically silent about the pending 
deadline. While I’m pleased that we finally 
have the opportunity to talk about extending 
the deadline, I’m concerned about the cir-
cumvention of the committee process and the 
noticeably shorter extension period. We have 
not had a fair hearing on the alternatives, such 
as the bill Congressman KING and I introduced 
after working closely with state and local offi-
cials in New York, that gives eligible people an 
adequate window of opportunity to adjust their 
status by extending the deadline by six 
months. 

The process of adjusting one’s immigration 
status can be confusing and that misinforma-
tion is rampant in the immigrant community. 
As we cast our votes for or against this bill, 
we have to ask ourselves a number of impor-
tant questions: is four months enough time; 
are we setting ourselves up for a repeat of the 
last deadline, when long lines of eligible peo-
ple inundated the I.N.S. offices and many 
were excluded; and finally, is this bill a fair 
and reasonable compromise designed to help 
those who deserve it. I fear it is something 
less. We could have done better. The people 
deserve better. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to support the House Resolution 1885 to ex-
pand the class of beneficiaries who may apply 
for adjustment of status under section 245(i) of 
the Immigration and National Act. 

As I understand it, the purpose of this legis-
lation is to enable eligible illegal immigrants to 
apply for legal residence in the United States 
without being forced to leave the country while 
waiting for clearance. 

Whereas President Bush would like this pro-
gram to be extended for another 12 months, 
the four-month extension proposed by my col-
league, Representative GEORGE GEKAS is a 
sensible approach. This alternative approach 
would be beneficial to all concerned parties, 
particularly if family or employment ties are al-
ready in existence. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

b 1630 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that 
the House suspend the rules and pass 
the bill, H.R. 1885. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 

those present have voted in the affirm-
ative. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 6 p.m. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 31 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until 6 p.m. 

f 

b 1800 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. ISAKSON) at 6 p.m. 

f 

VACATING ORDERING OF YEAS 
AND NAYS ON H.R. 1801, ELDON 
B. MAHON UNITED STATES 
COURTHOUSE, AND H. CON. RES. 
109, HONORING THE SERVICES 
AND SACRIFICES OF THE UNITED 
STATES MERCHANT MARINE 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to vacate the 
ordering of the yeas and nays on H.R. 
1801 and House Concurrent Resolution 
109 to the end that the Chair put the 
question on each measure de novo. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1801. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the concurrent 
resolution, H. Con. Res. 109. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 

will now put the question on motions 
to suspend the rules on which further 
proceedings were postponed earlier 
today. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H. Con. Res. 56, by the yeas and nays; 
and 

H.R. 1885, by the yeas and nays. 
Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, the 

Chair redesignates tomorrow as the 
time for resumption of further pro-
ceedings on H.R. 1831. 

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes 
the time for any electronic voting after 
the first vote in this series. 

f 

NATIONAL PEARL HARBOR 
REMEMBRANCE DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 56. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
LATOURETTE) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the concurrent 
resolution, H. Con. Res. 56, on which 
the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 368, nays 0, 
not voting 64, as follows: 

[Roll No. 126] 

YEAS—368 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Allen 
Andrews 
Armey 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldacci 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barcia 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bass 
Becerra 
Bentsen 
Bereuter 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop 
Blagojevich 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonior 
Bono 
Borski 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Bryant 
Burr 
Burton 
Buyer 
Callahan 

Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chambliss 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Collins 
Combest 
Condit 
Conyers 
Cooksey 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 

Dooley 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Ehrlich 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Flake 
Fletcher 
Foley 
Ford 
Frank 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Ganske 
Gekas 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Graham 
Granger 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grucci 
Gutierrez 
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